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Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 


Application No. 

09/814,401 


Applicant(s) 

EINZIGERET AL. 


Examiner 

Humera N. Sheikh 


Art Unit 

1618 





All Participants: Status of Application: Rejected 



(1) Humera N. Sheikh . (3) . 

(2) Allen R. Kipnes . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 6 May 2008 Time: 10 am (EST) 

Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
of record 

Claims discussed: 

claims 3 8,13 

Prior art documents discussed: 
of record 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



□ Applicant's representative) 
IEI No 



/Humera N. Sheikh/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1618 

(Applicant/ Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
PTOL-413B (04-03) Examiner Initiated Interview Summary Paper No. 20080506 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 09/814,401 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 
Applicant requested reconsideration of the Final Office Action filed 04/16/08 in view of Applicant's discussion with the 
previous Examiner of record (Simon Oh). Specifically, Applicant stated that an interview discussion was held with the 
previous Examiner of record, wherein the Examiner and his supervisor made suggestions to incorporate dependent 
claim 13 into generic claim 3, which would place the application in condition for allowance. Examiner Oh had also 
suggested removing the terms "loose bulk" from 'loose bulk density'. The term "slurry" was also discussed, whereby a 
slurry was defined as being flowable and always in the same concentration. Applicant stated that the previous 
Examiner of record did not follow up on their telephone call discussion thereafter. A Final Office Action was issued by 
the current Examiner of record (H. Sheikh). Applicants requested the Examiner to reconsider the final office action, 
because Applicants were not given a fair opportunity to respond to the previous office action issued by Examiner Oh. 
To further expedite prosecution, Applicant stated that they will file an amendment after final which incorporates 
dependent claim 13 into the independent claim (claim 3) to distinguish over the prior art of record. Examiner indicated 
that such an amendment would appear to place the application in condition for allowance, subject to further review of 
Applicant's after final response and amendment. Examiner also stated that in the event the application is not held to 
be allowable, Examiner will either withdraw the final office action and/or contact Applicants by telephone in an attempt 
to resolve any pending issues. Applicant's response is currently due. 



